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Response to Comments of Jack Sturla., August 30, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ063) 

PH-SJ063-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ063-2 
The minimum width of the right-of-way required for the double-
tracked HST alignment would be nearly 50 feet (15.2 m).  A 100 foot 
(30.4 meter) corridor is assumed in less developed areas to allow for 
drainage, future expansion and maintenance needs.  Additional 
right-of-way requirements are assumed in areas with variable terrain 
to allow for cut and fill slopes. 

The HST infrastructure must be completely grade-separated (no at-
grade crossings) with access controlled to prevent intrusion of other 
vehicles, animals or pedestrians onto the HSR tracks.  Crossings of 
the HST infrastructure would be made above or below the HST 
tracks.  This could be accomplished by raising or lowering a road, 
raising or lowering the HST alignment or a combination of both to 
allow the facilities to cross at different levels. 

PH-SJ063-3 
The program EIR/EIS is done at a conceptual level of detail, should 
the HST proposal move forward more detailed project specific 
studies will be required which will further define a preferred 
alignment.  Please also see standard response 6.3.1.   

An objective of A key objective of the Authority and FRA is to 
minimize impacts to wetlands and water.  To this end the Authority 
has considered all feasible and practicable alternatives in the 
Program EIR/EIS process.  The development of HST alignment and 
station options for the Draft Program EIR/EIS included an extensive 
screening analysis in which many alignment and station options were 
eliminated from further consideration due to several criteria including 
high potential for impacts on wetlands and water resources.   The 
remaining alignment and station options were analyzed in the 
Program EIR/EIS to identify and compare potential impacts, which 

resulted in the identification of a preferred system of alignment and 
station options.  In this process additional alignment and station 
options were eliminated from further consideration due to several 
criteria including high potential for impacts on wetlands and water 
resources.  Deferment of identification of specific impacts to project 
level analysis is appropriate given the level of specificity that can be 
achieved at this program level.  The additional study of the northern 
mountain crossing and the subsequent preliminary engineering and 
project level environmental review will provide further opportunities 
to avoid and minimize the potential effects to 4(f) and 6(f) 
resources, as more specificity is defined for proposed alignments and 
facilities. 

PH-SJ063-4 
Section 2.6.2 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS describes the 
“Conceptual Service Plan”.  As stated, this HST operational plan 
assumed 86 trains in each direction would be provided to serve the 
statewide intercity travel market.  Sixty-four of the trains would run 
between northern and southern California, and the remaining 22 
trains would serve shorter distance markets.  This plan assumed 66 
trains per day (serving either Southern California or Sacramento) 
each direction (132 total) would utilize the Northern Mountain 
crossing (page 6-17).  The Draft Program EIR/EIS indicates this plan 
was developed as part of the Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan 
(page 2-24).  The Business Plan includes more information regarding 
the conceptual plan, including a “Timetable Example for 2020”.  

The Authority acknowledges but disagrees with your comments 
relating to capital costs and operational costs.  Please see Chapter 4 
of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, supporting appendices, and technical 
reports for the capital cost and operational assumptions as well as 
the Authority’s Corridor Evaluation Report from 1999.  The cost 
estimates draw upon years of HST investigation in California, 
construction experience within California, and the construction and 
operational experience of HST systems in other countries. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ064 
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Response to Comments of Leonard Conley, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ064) 

PH-SJ064-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ065 
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Response to Comments of William J. Garbett, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ065) 

PH-SJ065-1 
Acknowledged.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS was available in hard 
copy at libraries throughout the state which were listed on the 
Authority’s website.  It is available along with about 100 technical 
reports on the Authority’s website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov) 
which can be accessed at any library in the state and literally around 
the world via the internet.  Electronic versions (CDs) were sent to 
members of the public/agencies that requested copies of the 
document.  Each section of the document could be easily printed 
from the website or from the CD’s of the document.  The electronic 
distribution process made the document widely available to the 
public to a degree that simply was not possible even a few years 
ago, and in a manner that is both cost effective and sensitive to the 
environment (with the appendices, the document is over 2,000 
pages long). 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ066 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 7-663

 

Response to Comments of Kenneth Mackay, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ066) 

PH-SJ066-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ066-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ067 
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Response to Comments of Claire Risley, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ067) 

PH-SJ067-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ068 
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Response to Comments of Jaime Cordera, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ068) 

PH-SJ068-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ069 
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Response to Comments of Barry Swenson, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ069) 

PH-SJ069-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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